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Reflections on Love Canal
David Hahn-Baker*
Thanks, Errol. It is really all my pleasure to have the
opportunity to address you tonight. It is really all my pleasure to
participate in this event. I actually feel honored to be a part of this.
Love Canal is a part of why I'm an environmentalist. Love Canal is
a part of why I'm here today, and to be able to participate in the
twentieth anniversary commemoration, I guess, not memorial, of
Love Canal, of an institution that was a major stakeholder. It is truly
an honor for me so it is really all to my favor to do this. When Errol
did talk to me about this he actually did ask first whom I think might
be a good speaker and I named a number of folks who might be. He
reflected on the fact that he really did want an outside perspective, so
really my major qualification for being here, we heard John and other
folks talking about their involvement with Love Canal, my
qualification is I wasn't involved in Love Canal at all. In [19]78 or
[19]79, I was still in college actually at that point in time.
Though I wasn't involved in it [Love Canal] as a direct actor,
I was affected by it like people across the country, and quite frankly
like people around the world. Unfortunately for us, there are a more
people in the rest of the world who know about Love Canal than
know about the Erie Canal. And associate our area more with Love
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Canal than they associate it with the Erie Canal or any of the other
great environmental benefits or wonders that we have here. So that
Love Canal [is] a legacy that we will live with for a long time, it is a
legacy that, unfortunately, people are living and dying with. Those
who grew up in the area, and will continue for a number of years to
be affected until they pass on. And it is really reflecting on what Love
Canal means, which is what I've been doing for the past couple of
days as I've thought about what to talk to you about, and what I've
thought about while listening to some of [the] presentations earlier.
Looking at the wonderful presentation that the architecture class,
Linda's class, has done too. Those particularly were inspiring to me
because the themes that they touched upon are themes that I'm going
to touch upon in my talk or my discussion for you.
In terms of my background, as I said I was in college in New
Jersey, in Princeton in 1978-1979, graduating in 1981. When I got out
of school I, like many college students, had no idea what I wanted to
do with my life. All I basically knew at that time was that I had a
strong interest in the environment. From leading Outward Bound
style camping trips for kids from Philadelphia, New York City, New
Jersey, through the wilds of the Delaware Water Gap and the
Appalachian Trail. And that I had an interest in politics, which didn't
really stem from my degree which, was in political science, but
actually stemmed from growing up in Chicago, where politics is like
soap.
But while traveling around, actually which is what I did the
year after I graduated, I stumbled upon the Sierra Club turning in their
petitions asking for the ouster of James Watt in Washington. And,
while carting a wheelbarrow full of petitions around Capitol Hill and
meeting Allan Cranston and Gary Hart and all those people who were
around way back then, it suddenly dawned on me that here was a way
that I could work on the environment, which was my joy, and politics
which was my experience and my academic training at the same time.
So I came back to Washington after traveling and started working for
environmental groups; first for Friends of the Earth Political Action
Committee (FOEPAC), then [the] National Clean Air Coalition as a
grassroots organizer, League of Women Voters as their senior

2001]

REFLECTIONS ON LOVE CANAL

227

environmental lobbyist, then back to FOEPAC actually as legislative
director for Friends of the Earth.
But like all good folks, I eventually relaxed my true calling,
got married and relocated to Buffalo, which is where my wife is from.
I actually started doing consulting work while I was looking for a real
job here in Buffalo and discovered that I could do national consulting
from Buffalo with a fax modem, FedEx and all the technological
wonders that we have. And realized that I could make a living at it.
So I set up Inside Out Political Consultants, which has the slogan:
"Inside Washington, DC Skills with Outside Washington, DC
Thinking." That [slogan] does sort of guide the work that I do, as I
travel around the country quite a bit and actually do get some
perspective on what is going on in communities, what is going on in
other places, and also what is going on in my hometown of Buffalo.
I am very active in the local environmental community here
and have become more active at UB as well. I developed a real
interest in teaching as an adjunct professor at the University of
Michigan, teaching an environmental advocacy course. I'm actually
on the faculty of the graduate school of political management of
George Washington University, and I'm now an adjunct professor
this semester at UB teaching an environmental politics course. As
well as doing some research with John Vena, from time to time too,
on the Great Lakes Angler study working to try to diversify the
cohorts. So I have academic ties too, and I take the time to mention
that just because I wouldn't be working in academia, spending time
in academia, if I didn't think that it was terribly important. To take
time away from the community organizing that I do, to take time
away from the national organization work that I do, it's a pretty high
threshold to meet. The fact that academia meets that threshold really
speaks to the important role that I think that academics can play in
making a difference in the real world, in helping us find a better
future. So there is no better place, no more important place I think. I
could talk about the legacy of Love Canal then, before folks who are
interested in academia, because there is definitely a role to be played.
In terms of context for looking at Love Canal it was very
interesting to listen to the discussion today about the science ofhealth
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research, about the history of the Love Canal legacy. And in twenty
years I think that we can safely say that things are very different,
unfortunately, or that things are changed, I should say. You could say
that things have changed quite a bit. I'm not sure that you could say
that things are really different. Andjust to give some context, in terms
of the way governments are responding to different hazardous waste,
toxic waste, problems, there are a few examples that I'll throw out for
comparison and contrast [with] Love Canal twenty years ago. These
are all examples from the last four or five years. On Buffalo's East
Side there's a public housing project, the Langfield [and] Kenfield
public housing units. Kenfield had tremendous lead contamination
problems, like many urban areas, resulting from the use of lead based
paints. The Langfield projects, actually built as housing for returning
WWII veterans then converted into public housing for low-income
people, had enormous asbestos problems.
When the asbestos problems were discovered at the Langfield
apartments, the Buffalo Municipal Housing Authority made a
decision not to allow any more tenants to move into any more
apartments because of the danger. That's a reasonable step to take to
try to protect the public, not cause any harm. The odd thing, though,
is that they somehow developed a regime where it was unsafe to
move people in but it wasn't unsafe to [not] move people out. So they
continued to allow people to live in the apartments without telling
them, actually, of many particular dangers of the asbestos that they
were confronted with even though they knew full well that there was
a harm there. It had a number of different impacts to do that,
including the fact that as people left the apartments, as the moved
along, no one else moved in to replace them. So, eventually, it got to
the point where out of twenty different apartments in sort of this
block-house, in sort of this block-house military set-up, only two or
so were occupied. And the people basically had to barricade
themselves in at night because of the danger there because there was
no community to protect them.
So we are still seeing governmental actions around toxics
issues, that actually, to the extent people felt that the Health
Department did pretty well at Love Canal, are as bad or even far
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worse than that. Another example is the Kingsley Park situation, also
on Buffalo's East Side in the Masten Community. Kingsley Part was
built by the city, I won't go into the full details of it, on the site of a
factory that up until WWII made a product called "Dr. Elix Magic
Bullet 606," which was a treatment for syphilis that would use
arsenic, which one person said, "It cured your syphilis by killing
you." But, at any rate, another case where tremendous squalor,
tremendous problems, where, and I won't go into the detail about it
except to say that in addition to the arsenic that when they did testing
they found incredibly high levels of lead in people's yards in the
community.
And just as a point of comparison, New Jersey has a clean-up
standard for lead, and if you are going to clean up a site and use an
industrial site, I believe that you have to have it to a level of 2500
ppm. If it's going to be a site where people are going to frequent it, it
has to be at a maximum of 1000 ppm. If it's going to be a site where
children are going to frequent it has to be a level of 250 ppm, there
are yards in the Kingsley Park neighborhood that had readings as high
as 10,000 ppm. So, and again, for a range of reasons, cleanup of the
yards in the areas that had these readings was not done, even though
there was work done on the park.
Another example or piece of context of governmental action
on these issues that many of us didn't find to be satisfactory. A third
example, actually, that the talks reminded me of is the fish advisory,
where, as John pointed out, they stock these huge fish into the lake
and then tell people not to eat them. But the thing that really scares
me about the fish advisories that they put out for eating sport fish that
you catch is that they don't apply to the commercial fish. So again, a
regime that is set up where there is a determination made that is not
healthy for something to be eaten, consumed, or lived with on one set
of circumstances and then intentionally allows that same product to
exist in another situation just is non-regime. So that seems to make
much sense. So that's part of the context that I think that we have to
keep in mind in terms of things having changed but things not really
being that different.
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In thinking about what role Love Canal played a couple of
phrases came to mind for me, most people know that the nickname
for Buffalo, New York, I really like is "the city of no illusion." I think
that Love Canal, if you had to summarize what went on with the
situation, was for many people the end of the illusions. Lois Gibbs,
in particular, whom I've been really pleased to work with quite a bit
over the years, speaks quite eloquently about Love Canal being the
end of a lot of illusions that she had about living the American
Dream. Working, she and her husband and her family, to get this
house and to live there and you work hard, you act right and
everything works out right in the end. And then to suddenly find out
that dream had come to an end, that the government that she was
counting on to protect her, to give her answers, wasn't providing that.
Love Canal was the end of an illusion for Lois Gibbs and for many
grassroots activists. Other sectors also had these same, I think, things
confront them. Academia is probably one of them. Others who have
been in academia longer than I have, longer than I have been alive,
can probably speak to the image of the ivory tower, of the cloistered
academic. And I think that there has been an end to the illusion that
academia can exist outside of society and I think that's a good thing.
The growth in participatory research that John talked about
really talks about the end of an illusion and some movement forward.
You see these same types of ends of illusion for other sectors, the
regulatory bureaucracy, which before people could live behind a desk,
never talk to anybody, never see anybody. Bureaucrats who go to
community meetings now and who have to meet public participation
standards and things of that nature. Certainly there is an illusion of
being on an island that is no longer there for them. Many other
sectors, and I think that's one ofthe things as you begin to think about
Love Canal, it's important to think about it in terms of the different
sectors (or steak-holders, as they tend to be called now in our
"consultant speak") that are out there and think about as you're trying
to figure out where Love Canal fits into the world. What Love Canal
has done is think about, and I'll go through my particular thoughts
about all of them, and I did list a number of different sectors.
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The grassroots community we talked about, politicians,
industry regulators, workers, academia, the religious, again, ecumenical task force played a central role in the work that got done in Love
Canal. The religious movement I think, and I'll [address] it a little bit
more, has a very important central role to play in future environmental protection. Non-profit advocates, the growing environmental
industry that is out there now that didn't exist before, the different
consultants who are out there now, like myself who are out there,
mediation specialists and facilitators and other folks who are really
part of a real environmental industry that exists. The media is another
example that's out there. Politicians are another group that I think are
worth talking about, their illusions about this and if you really want
to measure how the world has changed in terms of environment, I
think one of the things you can look at is how our leaders have
followed, they take up the issues. Where certainly in the time when
I was coming of age environment was part of the mix, and actually
the EPA was set up under Richard Nixon, of all folks, just before he
left office in the mid-seventies. But now when we see someone like
an Al Gore, reaching to almost the highest levels of government
riding the environment as an issue. When you see someone like
George Bush who posed himself as the environmental president.
When you see Governor George Pataki running environmental
commercials because ofhis endorsement by the New York League of
Conservatism Voters, those are clear signs of the environment as an
issue really having come of age.
Much of that I think can be fully attributed to Love Canal, to
the activists who came of age in Love Canal, to their movement into
political forums to deal with the frustration that they had in terms of
some of the political responses that they got to the problems that are
there. So that's another piece of context to take into account. The
religious community, I was talking to a couple of folks and, in
addition to things like the Love Canal conference, there was a Sprawl
Conference yesterday that UB ran yesterday. One interesting example
of the religious community's activism on environmental issues and
growing activism is in Cleveland, where one of the leaders in the
movement against sprawl is the Catholic Church. Why the Catholic
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Church? The people move but the churches don't, and when you have
an urban core population that's dispersing out into the suburbs,
congregations that have difficulty supporting themselves and keeping
going, it directly cuts into the Catholic Church's overarching spiritual
mission and certainly against the financing as well. So you have the
Catholic Church taking a major role in the sprawl battle there.
On the national front there is a group the National Religious
Partnership for the Environment, which is a collaboration of the
National Council of Churches, representing Protestant groups, the
Catholic Church, again, the American Hebrew Congregations,
representing the Jewish Community, and the Evangelical
Environmental Network, of all people, who are working, and actually
are distributing, at this point, at least tens if not hundreds of
thousands of environmental worship materials and educational
materials to churches. In the Endangered Species Act fight, which
was one of the big battles in the Congress after the Republican takeover, one of the key reasons why the Endangered Species Act was not
revised, or was not in fact destroyed, was because actually of
Evangelical Christians who came and reigned in the more Evangelical
leaders of the Republican party. Basically making the case to them
that this is God's creation that we are talking about here. So, I think
that Love Canal again, really was a signpost of the involvement of the
religious movement in environmental protection and that's something
important to keep in mind as you analyze the issue.
Most of all, though, I think that it's really the grassroots
movement that has really been influenced by the Love Canal
experience and by the Love Canal example. And that movement has
grown in terms of the traditional groups, the National Wildlife
Federation, Sierra Club and those groups. But there also came into
being across the country thousands of versions of the Love Canal
homeowners who really are impacting certainly environmental
decisions on an everyday basis and many environmental policies as
well. It certainly wouldn't have happened the particular way it did
happen, it may not have happened at all without the example that
Love Canal has provided. One ofthe most important parts ofthat, one
that I have been involved with quite a bit too is the growth of the
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Environmental Justice Movement, which is predominantly people of
color and some low income activists who are working for
environmental protection. There has been a rapid rise since the late
[19]80s in the development of that movement that really has turned
it into a national player on the policy scene. EPA has a national
environmental justice advisory council that's played a strong role in
the development of a lot of their strategies around Brownfield
redevelopment, for example, that really, I think, has the potential to
cause great impact. One of the interesting things, I think for the
environmental justice community and the civil rights community,
though, is not so much that the particular benefits that they give to the
environmental movement, but actually the benefits that environmental
issues potentially have on civil rights issues. Typically civil rights
issues like affirmative action, like admissions into colleges, likejobs
and things of that nature are seen pretty much as a zero sum gain. To
the extent that there is perceived to be an advance by people of color
in a particular area, in this zero sum gain necessarily the white
population will have to lose out. That creates very difficult tensions.
Environmental issues and environmental justice issues are
very interesting because here we still have clear cases of
governmental discrimination and there are a broad range of studies
that I will not take the time to cite that talk about those issues. But
here's a case where by eliminating the discrimination that takes place
in communities of color that allows environmental pollutants into the
environment rather than the zero sum gain, you actually have created
a benefit for all people. So environmental justice issues as a civil
rights issue I think really hold great potential to be beneficial for the
civil rights movement as activism continues. In addition to that
though, I think that the environmental justice movement shows some
great benefits for environment and environmentalists because
ultimately, I think, that it will lead us to some things that will be the
salvation of our issue, which again I'll get to in a minute.
The Lois Gibbs case is also interesting, I think, to review
because of the development that Lois went through and I can
definitely recommend to folks that you read her book, Love Canal:
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My Story,' or some of the other materials that she's gone through.
Because the maturation of Lois Gibbs, I think and I hope, parallels the
maturation certainly of our movement, if not our country. Starting out
in that mode of the illusion of the American Dream that she lived in
moving on into her initial environmental activism, and I think that
even she can admit the tie-ins to what's pejoratively called the
NIMBY movement.
But very quickly moving to what she titled the newsletter of
her organization, "Not in Anybody's Backyard." I'll take a broader
perspective of that. Lois is now head of a group called The Center for
Heath, Environment, and Justice. That too represents a real maturation, I think, in her views and her perspectives where if you talk to her
now about the toxic waste fights that she works on and she helps
people work on, one of the key things that she emphasizes is that
groups not only have to fight against bad things being put there but
they now have to start thinking about development. What is a way to
develop an appropriate thing to put in that place so you don't have to
have the same battle again and again and again? That maturation from
that opposition to the "Not in Anybody's Backyard" to this broader
consideration of the linkages with justice issues, environment and
health issues, to even development issues I think really bodes well for
the movement and is something interesting to pursue. I think that, and
this, again ties in with looking at the posters, one of the phrases is
"Broken Dreams." Really when you read Lois's work she talks about
basically the death of the American Dream, as she knew it.
I think that when we look at the challenges for the future really
the question that we have to answer is what is the new American
Dream? What is the new way of looking at things that we are going to
create, that is something that really binds us all together, that is shared
by all people? What would this new American Dream look like if I
knew for sure I would bottle it and sell it, being an American? But there
are some good ideas out there that I think can give us some answers to
that question a lot of them fall under that great buzz word of

Lois GIBBS, LOVE CANAL: MY STORY (1982).
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"sustainability." What I think sustainability means and the way I define
it is a three-legged stool or a tripod, a two-legged stool doesn't work so
you have to have three pieces. One is environmental protection, the
work that many ofus who are environmentalists have always done, that
tree-hugging stuff that we do, that snow garter protecting stuff that we
do, that biological drive that we have for diversity, for keeping things
going. Environmental protection is an essential element, if we destroy
the environment that we live in, obviously things don't work, that twolegged stool falls over. But there is a second part of it too, which I think
that Lois has discovered, is economic development. In the same way if
you don't keep the environmental peace going, it doesn't work, in our
country, in our world, if you don't keep the economic part going too,
it just doesn't work.
So we need to find that nexus where it is not jobs versus the
environment, but it's jobs and the environment. And then we have
two of the legs of the stool going and things begin to work a little bit
better, the third piece is social equity. Because, as Lincoln said, "a
house divided cannot stand." If there is social unrest, people live in
fear, people aren't happy. In addition to protecting the environment,
creating appropriate economic development, there needs to be
appropriate distribution of that development, that economic wellbeing across the board. Great wealth causes pollution; consumption
causes pollution. Depending on how you measure, the average
American uses up as much resources as thirty-seven people in a
developing world do. Being well-off causes pollution. Poverty causes
pollution as well; it can cause unsustainable behavior. If you have to
burn all the wood that you have to make the meal and de-forest the
land that causes a problem as well. Poverty causes pollution as well
because people can't defend themselves against polluters when they
are poor. You have to have that distribution of wealth.
I think that those three aspects represent at least one version
of what I call the "New American Dream." One of the good things
about it is, I think, that we are already seeing some examples of this
being put into practice. In the environmental justice movement, there
was a gathering in 1991, the first People of Color Environmental
Summit where about six hundred of us gathered together and it was
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really quite an amazing process. If you think that writing by
committee is bad, having four hundred or more people actually write
principles of environmental justice was an amazing task. But the
Summit did produce seventeen principals of environmental justice,
which to this day, I think, still provide the best definition of what
environmental justice means. If you go to the IGC in the Global
Communications website you can find the principals there. There's
a framework out there that looks at how these environmental justice
issues, how the social equity pieces, really fits together.
On the economic front there are also are some good manifestos
out there. The work of Paul Hawken about the ecology of commerce,
I would recommend that highly to you. The President's Council for
Sustainable Development is run by a guy named Ray Anderson, who
founded a billion dollar firm called Interface, which does office
interiors. His big breakthrough was carpet tiles so you could take them
up and put wires in for computers and stuff like that without having to
replace the whole carpet. But the interesting thing about Ray Anderson,
and I'll take a moment to tell you his story is that he built the company
up to a billion dollar company, reached that magic point, went up from
being CEO to something even higher title, I'm not sure what it was, in
the company and didn't do the day to day management of this
integrated firm that he had. But his job was to provide the vision to the
company, keep it all linked together. So one day they came to him and
they said our middle managers of all your plants are meeting and they
want you to come and give the vision and he tells this story in a very
evangelical way, if anyone every has the chance to hear him speak go
do it. He says that's my job, I'll give you the vision, okay, and they left
and he thought, I have no environmental vision, for 25 years I ran this
company and my environmental vision was comply with the law that's
all I knew how to do.
So what do I do? I'll research. So he started meeting with
people like Hawken and his ultimate decision was to say to himself
for 25 years I've done this all wrong. The way that I ran my company
and the way that we all run our companies is going to destroy our
world and is ultimately going to destroy our businesses too. He
developed a new way of thinking about things, for example, with
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their carpet tiles, rather than selling them to people, what they try to
do is lease them to people. You come and pick the carpet that you
want, they lease it to you, [and] if you need something replaced or
fixed, they'll come and fix it up. After you're totally sick of it they
come and take the carpet away. They have other companies that they
are now building and designing for that they take that old carpet, boil
it down to its constitute components and build a new carpet out of it.
Which is a totally integrated system for their production where they
are trying to use as few or none of the resources from the existing
world to create the products that they give to you. In fact, they don't
view their products as products anymore, they now view them as
services and ultimately, from a business perspective what they've
realized is that by having that relationship, it's a way to keep a
customer in perpetuity. So it makes business sense to do it that way
as well. So there's incredible thinking going on in the economic areas
as well about ways to do this.
The unfortunate thing I would say is I haven't yet seen the
environmental manifesto. I haven't seen the 25 words or less
expression of how this all works'and how we all make it fit. So that's
a challenge for all you folks to give us the answer to how to do those
things. There are a zillion different examples of how these things are
being played out on the local level too. A group called Aisles Inc. in
Trenton, New Jersey that's done wonderful things. They got a job
training grant, they got their start from the aisles of development in
the world, they were going to work in the third world, these were
some Princetonians who started it, a classmate of mine. And then they
realized actually, that they didn't need to go to the third world to find
squalor, they could just go to Trenton, NJ and find all that they
wanted to find. So they do things like they got an Americorps grant
to do job training. They decided to do job training by getting an
abandoned factory. They lined up a number of different contractors
and folks who volunteered time [and] paid for a little time. They
brought the workers into this abandoned plant and said we need a
classroom and we're going to teach you how to build it. They taught
them how to build a classroom in the abandoned plant and that was
their classroom.
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They were pretty proud of themselves, so what do we need
now? We need a kitchen and a lunchroom. They said great we need
to learn plumbing and things too. So then they built a lunchroom and
a kitchen. So then they decided that we need something else, a heavy
machine shop so then they built that. So they're slowly, and the
classes of people are coming in under the Americorps grant, and they
are rebuilding the plant, training people how to work and [teaching]
usable skills while they are doing. They also have a project at the old
magic marker factory in Trenton, NJ, which is abandoned leaving lots
of lead contamination. And they have a vital redemption, planting
mustard plants in the soils, the mustard plant will actually take the
lead out of the ground. They harvest it up you can bum it, not
incinerate it, just burn it in a campfire setting which destroys the
organic matter and leaves the lead behind then they can actually take
the lead and resell it again, so you don't have to take it from
someplace else to make use of the product. So there are wonderful
examples, lots of things going on out there that I think are really the
children of Love Canal.
The final part I would like to talk about is given this new
American Dream, given the great examples that are out there, given
the endeavors or work that most of us are involved in here, where is
academia's world? What's the challenge for academia in all this?
And, ultimately, the folks here are going to have to find the answer to
that. One of the things that I have learned from my teaching
experiences is that people can learn a lot but I can really teach them
very little. And it's really going to be in the exploration that we do
ourselves that's really going to teach us the lessons, help us learn the
lessons of what our role is and what we're going to do. There are
some good signs here at UB for moving forward in that. One of the
first ones that I would cite is the Environmental Society Institute. This
is a creation of a community that together can reach out and try to
identify the challenges and find answers to them. And through that
collaborative answer really make.a difference for our community.
Would things be different if Love Canal happened today? I think so
because I don't think that there was an Environmental Society
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Institute 20 years ago and if it wouldn't be different today, than none
of us are doing our jobs.
One of the other things I think is very interesting about the
Environmental Society Institute is that one of the difficulties of
dealing with the sustainability issue is that it really calls for integrated
approaches. [It] really calls for holistic approaches that reach out to
multiple stakeholders in lots of different sectors and lots of different
areas. The fact that UB dismantled or deconstructed its environmental
department under previous regimes and is now putting it back
together in a different form creates an amazing opportunity for the
folks that are here. Most environmental departments, the School of
Natural Resources at the University of Michigan that I have worked
with, they have been there for years, they do things in the same way,
they do things the way that they have always done it. The environmental people are over here, the engineers are over there, the
architects are over there; never the twain shall meet. But because of
the way things have happened at UB where the old environmental
department as far as I can tell, people have scattered to the winds or
burrowed in wherever they can protect themselves. Now everyone can
come out of the woods, or out of the closet, or the metaphor of your
choice, to get back together. And in getting back together you have a
model that will already have the integration built in. People who are
geographers, geologists, chemists, engineers, or lawyers all feeling
like environmental stakeholders on an environmental issue and that's
just such a wonderful opportunity that other schools with more old
time environmental research departments don't have. Realize that and
cherish that, make use of that and definitely don't let it go.
In terms ofadvice I probably shouldn't give advice unless you
pay me (ha, ha). There are some pieces of advice I would give
particularly listening to the talks today. It's really amazing the
resources that the University in general and this University in particular has, the scientific resources that are there. But one thing that I
would caution folks on is don't take on too many responsibilities and
by that I don't mean don't do this job or don't do that job. I would
mean don't take the responsibilities to perfect everything and have all
the perfect answers, don't take on the mantle that you have to do all
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things and be the answer to every single question. Because with that
claim comes a responsibility which, quite frankly you are not going
to be able to meet. Science has a lot of answers but science doesn't
have the answer. Science is a great tool for us to make use of, but
science isn't going to tell us what to do. There is no formula that is
going to solve the political trade-offs that we have to make that make
that finely tuned balance between environment, economics and social
equity at the same time. So don't even worry about trying to make
things perfect. I think that for us, in terms of what science can really
do for us is not to give us certainty where you are never going to find
certainty, but to give us some hints on how to make decisions about
what is uncertain.
I would love to hear a report by a scientific study on the site
that didn't start by telling the elected official or the decision maker,
this is what we know that this is safe or this is not safe, but tell me
what we don't know. Let the elected officials know that these are the
areas that you are going to have to make decisions about that are
based on some other criteria, other than the science. Science is often
used by people who have lesser intents to hide behind, to make the
claim that, well we didn't find anything so it must be safe. Don't take
on the mantle of making decisions on weather it is safe or not safe.
Feel free to say, we don't know, you'll have to make a decision about
what to do about it given that we don't know whether this is safe or
not safe.
Another piece that role that the community can play is not
getting people the answers, but helping them ask the right questions
about issues particularly in the area of risk/benefit analysis. There's
an awful lot of work that goes on in the scientific community about
risk, but there's an awful lot that is taken for granted about benefits.
So that when we look at whether this plant should be built here there
[are] some real questions that I want to get asked, if not answered,
about the benefits. This plant may kill people or whatever, but what
are the benefits that we get from this plant. So let's see more
scientific analysis integrated into risk assessments about the particular
benefits. Let's see more work from not only what are the benefits but
who benefits? And the question of who risks? Because even if the
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people from Love Canal are going through a minuscule (x3) risk, but
get no benefit out of undergoing that minuscule risk, then there is a
real question about whether the plant should be built in their
community. It's ultimately about how this plant can be set up in a way
that they actually do get benefits from it. As scientists who are
looking for broader truths, who are looking at these things
holistically, to look at these risk issues without giving the same sort
of analysis to some of these benefit questions clearly is not being
involved in a holistic approach. Look at benefits as well as looking at
the risks of things.
Overall, the one piece of Love Canal in context that I would
give to you, and if you forget about everything else that I've said this
is the one piece that I would urge you to remember, is that those who
don't remember the past are destined to repeat it. So this event is
important if only for that reason. It's critical that we review what has
happened over the last twenty years so that we don't repeat the
problems ofthe past. However, the key to it is notjust the past but the
future. So the one thing that I would really charge and challenge you
to do is to have the University lock into examining what the new
American Dream is to help us ask the right questions for what that
dream should be. To help us find answers about that future, about that
new American Dream. Because that's really what we are concerned
about, that's really what we are working on. It's for our children, it's
for our children's generation and people beyond that. That's where
the rubber meets the road; that's what we have to keep the focus on.
I'm not saying forget Love Canal, don't revisit Love Canal, but for all
the work that you do, ask yourself, what is the impact of this on the
future, on the next generation, on seven generations down the line?
Because that's what's going to excite people, that's what is going to
make people invest in you, that's what's going to attract students to
be at the University, that's what's going to make us all happy to be at
the University. It's a wonderful journey and a wonderful quest. I'm
happy for the opportunity that you provided today and will provide
tomorrow to revisit the past, but most of all I really look forward for
the opportunity to work with the Institute to work on the future.

